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sure action that was later dismissed to satisfy its own notice requirements in
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based on claim that police officer gave testimony on ultimate issue of intent;
whether, pursuant to State v. Nash (278 Conn. 620), police officer’s expert opinion
regarding hypothetical suspect’s intent to sell drugs based on amount of drugs
in suspect’s possession constituted testimony on ultimate issue of defendant’s
intent; whether trial court abused its discretion when it denied motion for mistrial
based on claim that police officer gave testimony that contained reference to
defendant’s prior misconduct; whether trial court properly denied defendant’s
motion to suppress evidence; claim that police affidavit in support of application
Sfor search warrant did not establish probable cause.
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sentence; mootness; claim that sentencing court lacked authority pursuant to
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improperly admitted into evidence testimonial hearsay statement of victim in
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ant was deprived of due process rights when prosecutor engaged in prosecutorial
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closing rebuttal argument; whether witness’ testimony regarding victim’s state-
ment constituted hearsay; whether defendant was harmed by admission of wit-
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merits of defendant’s prosecutorial impropriety claim.
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Assault in first degree; whether this court had subject matter jurisdiction to review
merits of trial court’s dismissal of defendant’s postsentencing motion to withdraw
his guilty plea; whether defendant’s appeal of dismissal of postsentencing motion
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its supervisory authority pursuant to applicable rule of practice (§ 60-2) to treat
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evidence; claim that photographs of victim’s injuries were irrelevant and
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defendant was properly sentenced as persistent serious felony offender pursuant
to (Rev. to 2007 § 53a-40 (j)); claim that trial court erred in concluding that
defendant waived right to jury trial on public interest determination and that
he was not required to admit that extended incarceration would best serve public
interest; whether trial court properly rejected claims regarding defendant’s right
to probable cause hearing and revocation of parole because they did not attack
defendant’s sentence.
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degree; whether evidence was insufficient to support conviction of risk of injury
to child, where defendant was charged under portion of risk of injury statute
($ 53-21 (a) (1)) that required that he have general intent to perform act that
created situation that put children’s health and morals at risk of impairment;
whether evidence was sufficient to support conviction of unlawful restraint in
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first degree; claim that defendant’s intent to unlawfully restrain victim was not
independent from defendant’s intent to assault victim, whether trial court abused
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which defendant was alleged to have assaulted victim, claim that probative value
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hearing or to appoint counsel for defendant after it granted his request to repre-
sent himself.
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Dissolution of marriage; motion to dismiss postjudgment motion for modification
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